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onstitutional Prohibition Effective Jan. 16,1920
LAW ENFORCEMENT IS NEXT BATTLE IN ANTI-ALCOHOL WAR

BY SUPREME COURT l
VOLSTEAD ACT 0.K.

Congress Has Power to I]e-
fime Intoxicants |

L 1
EFFECTIVE ENFORCEMENT |
DEMANDS FII{!NG L!l%'lTi

President fould Nul Legalize Ihe
Manufacture of Beer I

[HE LAST WET HOPE IS KILLED

Whisky met its Waterloo on 1“';
cember 15th when the Supreme Court §
of the United States upheld 11 f‘:
Prohibition. Beer received its final]
death sentence on January Sth wher |
the ‘-11prd‘n1" Court upheld the validit |
of the Volstead Enforcement Act in |
cluding the section which d |
toxicating liquors as all containing [
more than one-hali of one per cent|
aleohol. |

The opinion upholding the law was

rendered in the case hrought by

Ruppert of New YVork to enjomn the|

government from prohibiting the sale
of 2.75 beer. The court was divided
5 to 4, Associate Justice hay, 3
devanter, Clarke, and McRe)
dissenting. I'he
Nssocmte

nolds
majority  opinion

Justice Divdn-

deis. It is in part as follows: |
« "I the war power of Congress to!
effectively prohibit ! Nt factrs
and sale of intoxicating liguars in o1
der to profols the nation’s efhiciency
in men, munitions and supplies, is as
full and complete as the police po

of the states o <|'f--!.!\-'|_-_ enfor
such "'rohibition, in ord L
the health, safcty and m f the

(poses, is an incident of the peculiar

community, it is clear t! this pro
viston of the Volstead act is valld and
has rendered honmaterlal the question
whether plaintifi’s beer s intoxicating. |
“For the legislation and decision
oi the highest courts of nearly all of |
the states cstablish that it is deemed
impossible to effectively enforce either |
prohibitory laws or ather laws mercly |

manufacture and sals
liablity or

regulating the
of intoxicating liquors, if
inclusion within the
depend upon the issuable fact whether
or not a particuliar liqguor made or sold
@s a beverage 1s
Fixed Standard Needed
“That the federal government
would, in attempting to enforce a pro
hibitory law be confronted with diffi-
culties similar to those
by the states is obvious; and the need
of the federal government of legisla-
tion defining intoxicating liquors, as
done in the Volstead
clearly set forth in the reports of the
house judiciary commiittec. |
“Furthermore, the attorney ;:Pm'r,‘l]i:
calling attention specifically to the |
claim made in respect to the 2.75 per
cent beer, had pointed out to Con- |
gress that definition of intoxicating
liquor by fixed standards was essen-
tial to effective enforcement of the
Prohibition law. It is therefore clear |
both that Congress might reasonably |
have considered some legislative defi-
nition of intoxicating liquor to be |
essential to effective enforcement oflf
Prohibition and also that the defini-|
tion provided by the Volstead act was |
not an arhitrary one. i
Takes Up Loss to Brewers
“The police power of a
the liquor traffic is a single broad |
power tq make such laws, by way of
Prohibition, as may be required to
effectively suppress the traffic in in-
toxicating liquors Likewise, the im-|
plied war power over intoxicating liqg
uors extends to the enactment of laws
which will not merely prohibit the
sale of intoxicating liguors, but will
effectually prevent their sale.
“Hardship resulting from making
an act take effect upon its passage is
a frequent incident of permissible leg-
islation. . . Here the loss re-
sulting to the plaintifi from inability
to use the property for brewery pur-

law 15 made to|

i|'.__h-}.!-_',l!E|!L:.

encountered

WaSs act, was

state over |

nature of the property and of the war

Pwithont
lan intimation.

lwholly unfounded.

plaintiff hiad on hand at the time of
| the

{per cent of alcohol is deemed intoxi-

e o

ONE OF THE MANY PLANTS THAT WILL MAKE BooZE NEVER AGAIN

The Great Wesrern Distilléry

Peoria, Il

6t assume, de- | Baltimore coess, ice Day m a

Or funammouns ophiila at the roun- PROHIBITION DID IT

aining 2.75 per
until the enact-'

ufacture of beer cor

“Prohibitjon of the manulacture of | tent aleohol was lega Helped ANl Classes to Fill Big

malt liquors with aleoholic content of Ment f the Volstesd act Furses

one-hall of one per cent or more is o ———— . e

permissible because, in the opinion of : _ Wrohihition, according 1o jew
wONgTUES, e T war ernergency e 'lN THE {:ks'T" m" A | sl NS IR ER D roasea
mants it, an mousually heavy Christimas

RNl b trade in all lines of jewelry,

If, in its apinion, the particular The Supreme Court decided that the Whkara f6 I thinl v datibt
Nerge dewands ] law making one-half of 1 per cent al- Lot this 2l 1 ( ‘;,‘, i f
! ’. v tr ' ** eohol content the limit of alcohol in | it ;T.”,—, 1 l, sults
must | the po ¢ require sudll | goft drinks completely cleans the slate TI;"_ -.1.?:|; -: 1 nione
o LA el and knocks the wets galley-west. mong all - nd 1)
WS th the act ia particu The last ditch of the wets has been Chesrestas ) eniil 1 - t!
larly oppressive ln respect to the beer  reached and they have been ditched in o i ) 44 -Ir:I oty
on liand, be the plafntit was ¢ ' a manner that will last.—Sterling Ga- ; AN - ] ‘..» e A ‘;!.I
saped in manufacturing and -"-'Hﬂ‘.,’,’ al zette. I..-'_'-.l‘l.ln.l-_'. .. '![. H‘-'IIJ ”-
1ot oxleating beverage, expressly i ey . l:_(l.\r;il‘:'|‘v l.}l.:ih I;ﬂ‘ ¢ sy ‘
- = 2 2 i 5 O ewels Tor sweoeel
'-"1|'I'1"'":: hy Ij”'-' ‘T"":'h'!"r.”l |"l: It is always well to look on the ',.-,{:-1% and wives, What th
T'I‘;: 'm':,'“.' of Decemb 8, 1917, bright side of things. Wood alcohal salaonkeepers lost, the jewel
amd prohibited by him later, only when| g0 ay av with the vicions “let's have g -‘r;,,,_d e I: I . : y Bvening

conservation of all the il products habit
abit,

cnough—B, L., T,

one nore’ ["sually one shot is I’

of the country became necessary Chicago Tribune

“The facts afford basis

which to rest

no upon

the claim of an equity in

the plaintifi's favor.

mMizsion

The specific per

from the President to manu-

January 18, 1920, Law and Order Sunday

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
Office of
Commissioner of Internal Revenue

facture 275 per cent bevr was not ai

the ground that such was non- |
mtoxic

by him that this beer

beer

ating, nor was it a declaration’!

wis e fact non-

imtoxicating The permission ex- Washington, lanuary [, 1920
tended to all ‘ale and porter, which, | The American people have declared through due process in favor
everyone knows, are intoxicating lig- of National Prohibition. The Eighteenth Amendment to the Consti
uors. This permission to make 2.75 tution of the United States, giving the most solemn legal authority for
beer was withdrawn December 1. this, becomes effective January 16, 1920, The Congress has seen fit to
1918, under proclamation of Septem- place in the Burecau of Internal Revenue the important responsibility
{ber 16, 1918, and no permission to for the enforcement of Prohibition.

Whether Prohibition is a wise national policy 1s
tion for debate or contention among good citizens, This step on the
part of our people has been incorporated as an integral part of the
Constitution of our country, and all law-abiding citizens will demand
its ohservance.,

manufacture specifically 2.75 beer was no longer a ques-

- . - .
ever thereaiter given by the Presi-

dent.

“His later proclamation (March 4,

1919}, merely limited the prnhihition' i Sy : e > -

GE e dee of foodatafls tolise 1 the I'he law explicitly imposes enforcement responsibilities upon all
production of ‘intexicating liquors.'| the officers of the federal and state governments, and their subdivi-
Witether 2.75 beer was intoxicating| sions, It is well that this is so, for no one agency or single group of

officers could, without the co-operation of all other officers of the law
and all law-abiding citizens, mect their responsibilities in this connec-
tion effectively and satisfactorily.
stkteniebt of glaintid tat <, As an r}ﬂ'lcer of the federal government T can have no different
: ? , standard with regard to the enforcement of Prohibition than with
; on hand was ""'fm'f_'“""m"_d { respect to the enforcement of any other law, and 1 shall, therefore, in-
under permission of the President i sist upon the same strict observance of this law as we endeavor to
Julv 1. 1919 “hrrll1 :‘I-: "‘;“:r‘:“:: attain wit‘h rcs.pcct to all other laws ti.w enforcement of which is
Ty : . - pi e, gt lodged with this hureau. I can not believe that any state or other
k rlth.'!':!’.mn act bef"““" Qi RERUYT IR political division will consciously bring discredit upon itself by failure
”,'H, Trapr:'t: that I”‘j“" WES, sHY MEOT to respond promptly to its full legal and maral responsibilities of ini-
I'nh:tn-u of the sale of any liquors. So tiative and co-operation in connection with the enforcement of the
far as appears, all the beer which the National Prohibition act.

It is not for the success of the Bureau of Interpal Revenue that
we appeal, but for the success of the American people in sustaining
: : the majesty of the law and the honor of our American institutions.
after the !",""““f""'_t ]"'“"l ceased to ]‘:f"c To this end we need for this law, and for all our laws, an aroused
any authority to forbid or to permit.” public conscience with respect to law observance and law enforce-

The decision pointed out that in 421 ment. 3

of the 48 states anything over lwo | I observe that it is being suggested that Sunday. January 18, 1920,
be set apart and designated as “Law and Order Sunday” throughout
the country. I sincerely trust that this will be generally observed;
that clergymen throughout the land will bring to the attention of their
congregations the vital importance of law as the cornerstone of
Americanism. Law and order has always found in the clergy its
strongest champions. Their clear expression of right and their ring-
ing challenge to the Amecrican spirit of our citizenship was never
more urgently needed than it is at the present time.

May “Law and Order Sunday” mark the beginning of a nation-
wide movement toward an every-day law and order observance.

DANIEL C. ROPER,
Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

was thus left by the President not only
a decision but without even |

“The

2.75 beer

of the Volstead act was
manitfactured by the plaintiff long

passage

cating as a matter of law, and only
one state permits as high a percen-
tage as 2.75.
Indictments Dismissed
Indictments brought against the|
Standard Brewery at Baltimore, and!
the American Brewing Company at|
New Orleans for manufacturing 3.75'
per cent beer before the war-time
Prohibition enforcement act became |

eficctive were ordered dismissed,

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT ADOPTED
AFTER QUARTER CENTURY FIGHT BY DRYS

National Campaign Commenced at Columbus, Ohio, in Nov.
1913, by Anti-Saloon League

FIRST VOTE IN CONGRESS SHOWS DRY MAJORITY
BUT LESS THAN THE REQUIRED TWO-THIRDS

“Not Without Thy Wondrous Story”---!llinois Was the Twenty-Sixth State
to Ratify

THERE WERE ONLY THREE SMALL STATES HELD BY THE WETS

A . \ . 15
1 I s 1 H y
. Ppression '
| al tor n ¢ ¢ 1
4 st loon 15 Carruy as 15 ( | tat n
wal opt LERL | {
vas made e ar i i | the
tale n e - 14,
I 1913, A [ ificas
[ Wi fron 1 I'The & it .
t at () | i 1
114 npaign ) itthea 1
i 1}
A 1 0 o giun ( |
T League of Ame ‘ ulation Hadin ey
prethior wy h tlar commtte 1 local 1
1Y E Tll 1\ [t | | { 3 |)
1 nee Union, efficially presents | nopted <tan o 'rehithition
o tl 1 b of <5 the pro O January 29, 1919, the acting Secs
P 20 ENEEINE PO T OS] e ! Prakislcatey.of States Frank rlolh st
bition amendment to the Constitution | and sued proclamation cerpify
f the Usnited States, The measurs ; I the National Prohibition
was introduced by Richmoamd Pearsoa | 1 o i part of th
Heahso i the | IR nt L t | T States, and
t ST ¥ ' ] I il 1 ol the
) q { is introdice 1to 1l il nt bocor
C1at ator M s i W rative Jlam ) 1 |
On D N 2 1914, a A Text of the Amendment
' esul 197 1 I'he Lighte h Ar ment to the
L [ ( 1 { |
Leain Sin ’ ctron | i from the
ire two-third it | ratifica \ ticle N
f passag 1acty it portation « -
Congress Submits Resolution toxicating liqs ithin, the impos
In December. 1916, the ludictary | tation therewt into, or the exportation
Committees of the House and the ”I:'.'."" £ iron -4 I 'HI\ | States and
Senate both favorably reported the “I] b ) to the jurisdiction
resolution and it was placed on the| GAcToo: FRGS ARITHOSEESS
calendar of the House and Senate hereby p
apectively, It was, however, not Dee. 2 H ind the sev-
I;”_:”:El[ -T'.' o cither Ht".:-'-'l'r.'-’l states hall .]- [ :\ current
during the Sixty-fourth Congress. PONEL R0 SHIONES SR RUHE RYARE
In the Sixty-fifth Congress the res I."“"I'_"i-“" legislati s
olution was |rlrsv111r-.[ in the Senate 1y see. 3. 7 hi‘_ pLiC ‘]i"H_ b :”'.'r!-
Senator Sheppard and in the IHous ".'Iin' unisssatahall have Basn Lo
by Edwin Y. Wehh., Un August 1, fied as an amendment to the Consti-
1017, the resolution was adopted by tution'by tha. Liegislatures, ot ithe sews
the Senate hv a vote of 63 10 20 eral states, as provided by the Consti-
On ]’Jrrr'm-hr-.' 17, 1917, the [|-r11-:"_””“'“’ within seven years from the
date of the submission hereof to the

.UT‘ 1\'1"]!{‘!“(‘11lﬁti\'1 3 ;|('.(!1'I?rr[ the Con-
| stitutional Amendment
with slight changes by
'to 128. On the following day the
Senate voted to concur in the House
amendment and the jomt resolution
submitting to the states the National |
| Prohibition Amendment was thus fin-

iail_v adopted.

states by the Congress.”

Resolution

a vote of 282

Chicago Experiences
“Ouietest Christmas”

The fact that the Prohibition move- | e
jment knows no party lines and is| First Yule Under New Bone Dry
| wholly nen-partisan in character was | Law, Home Brew Almost

| strikingly reflected in the vote in the Only Wet Cheer

:Houw of Representatives. Of the| ——

Rc;uhlua 1 137 voted for and 62| Chicago was still wnl-n; today fol-
a;{’un-t Of the Democrats 141 voted [lowing the merriest yet quietest
[for and 64 against. The one part) | Christmas in years. Every one di-
| Prohibitionist voted for and the soli-|verted all his attention to the cele-
.tafv Socialist voted a-r.“nq[ bration of the glad Yuletide. The

{ The Illinois delegation in the House {city was ruled by happiness and sol-

{of Representatives voted 17 for the |emnity. The homes of the city were
| : & : 3 .

{ resolution and 7 against. In the Sen-|gay: the churches were filled with
‘ate Lawrence Y. Sherman voted I‘r-rg"\"‘lf“hir"’“ offering up their thank-

and James Hamilton |fulness for the blessings of the year
{and paying homage to Him whose
{ birthday it was.

Even the daily murder was omitted;
there werc few robberies, borglaries
or holdups reported; the police sta-
tions were short of business, for the
Christmas spirit seemed to have im-
bued even the criminal element and
the underworld.

{the resolution
I,t'\\is against.
| The Amendment Ratified

{ The first state to ratify was Missis-
[si;:e The Legislature of that state
[ on January 8, 1918, and on the
ls::me day ratified the amendment by
{a vote of 28 to 5 in the Senate and
{93 to 3 in the House. Fourteen addi-
tional states ratified during 1918. On i
[Janvary 16, 1919, Nebraska ratified, | 1t Was a sober, dry Christmas, too-—
| completing the necessary 36 for the the first Christmas under the new
| adoption of the amendment. By Feb- bnr:c dry TERIEIE,

I,ruary 25th Pennsylvania became the ) Pudding a la C_tmel. :
45th state to ratify. Only three With thcﬂcxceptton ot a lntli? “pri-
states, Connecticut, New Jersey and vate stock” and 'h°m°_b"°“" and
Rhode Island, with a total population what was sold by cheating saloons,
| of 5,004,054, have refused to ratify the there was practically no liquor avail-

In deciding the New Orleans and

Inmendment. Illinois was the 26th able—certainly not the great flood of

state to ratify. The vote in the Sen- ;';h" Christmases.—~Chicago * Daily
ews,




